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# Question Detailed Answer

1
How to become an CX or TFS appointed 
verifier/certifier?

See: - Competence requirements for a certifier chapter 6.2.5
- Competence requirements for a verifier chapter 6.3.10

Catena-X: Appointment process documented in newly realeased framework, includes competence 
criteria, test, and application submission. Internal systems being finalised; first appointments in ~1 
month. TfS: Similar process planned but not yet launched; contact TfS leads for inclusion.

2

When should I go with a PCF Program 
Certification and when do I need to do a 
PCF verification?

No mandatory rule. Supplier–customer agreement decides. Program Certification (Trust Level 2) 
suits stable processes or lower-criticality products-enables scalablility; PCF verification (Trust Level 
3) suits hotspots or high-impact products.
More guidance:
Depends on the time frame (1), the target of the companies PCF (2) and the strategy of the company 
(3).
(1): For Forecasting - Validation only the PCF Program Certification (Level 2) is max. possible
(2): If the company wants to reach the highest possible trust Level on PCF Calculation PCF 
Verification is the most suitable choice.
(3): PCF Verification and PCF Program Certification differs not only in trust level, but also in 
necessary requirements within the company regarding PCF Knowledge, Processes, Tools, ... 
Therefore the choice depends also on the internal strategy, the stakeholder requirements, the 
product range, the supply chain, ...

3
How long does the verification process 
usually take? 

Typically 2–4 weeks depending on dataset complexity, documentation quality, and staff availability. 
Can be longer for complex PCFs; aim is to avoid year-long processes seen elsewhere.

4 will be visible in IMDS CX certification?
Not immediately. IMDS references older model. Update possible in a future release, dependent on 
IMDS cycles.

5

What are the basics of version 1 of the 
guideline? And what are the new 
contents of Version 2?

V2 adds appointment process, clearer competence rules, streamlined certification scope, 
recertification triggers, improved PVS examples, expanded sampling/screening guidance, 
prospective PCF rules, renamed framework, note on external verification/certification channels.

6

How relevant is this guideline already 
for TfS memeber companies? From the 
text it seems that this guideline is so far 
mainly used within Catena-X but not 
TfS?

Applies equally to CX and TfS members. Co-developed framework; only timeline differences in 
starting appointments.

7

As example: A company has a TÜV-
certified LCA process (certifying 
calculation according to TfS 
guideline+ISO). This is a level 2 program 
certification, right? 

Formally only if certifier is appointed under framework and process follows framework rules. Without 
appointment, not officially Level 2 PCF Program Certification but something else not based on this 
framework with limited insight into processes, quality, scope of the assessment.

8

Please provide examples of when to 
typically decide for a "regular" vs "in-
depth" type of dataset verification. 

Regular (limited assurance) for low-risk products; In-depth (reasonable assurance) for strategic or 
high-impact items. In-depth involves larger sample size and deeper evidence checks.

Depends on the situation and the goals of the client and the needs of the intended use.
- Types of verification chapter 6.3.3.1
Regular: Limited assurance
In-depth Verification: Reasonable assurance (> as limited assurance). Detection of material 
misstatements is more likely.

9

In my understanding of the guidance 
text, an "in-depth" level of assurance 
can only be reached if the 3PVS of an 
agg.(!) dataset is min 95%, please 
confirm

No. The framework does not  set a ~95% Product Verification Share threshold for the data input. It 
sets a 95% threshhold of checked samples based on PCF impact for in-depth assurance, which can 
be build on secondary data. After successful verification with reasonable level of assurance, your 
dataset has a 95%  3PVS.

10

Assum. "in-depth" gate-to-gate verific. 
causes more effort how can it be then 
incentivized to be performed if overall 
95% 3PVS not reached due to broken 
chain?

No. The framework does not  set a ~95% Product Verification Share threshold for the data input. It 
sets a 95% threshhold of checked samples based on PCF impact for in-depth assurance, which can 
be build on secondary data. After successful verification with reasonable level of assurance, your 
dataset has a 95%  3PVS.

11
What is the validity period for CX/TSF 
certification?

The certificate shall be valid for a maximum of three years after the initial certification. Depending on 
changes which impact the certification decision.
- Validity, surveillance, and re-certification chapter 6.2.4

12

If we have an ISO 14067 report, can it be 
converted into a Catena-X/TfS 
certification?

Yes, after aligning dataset with CX/TfS calculation rulebooks (ISO-based but more specific). Then 
verification can be done under framework.



13

Ch. 7.4.1.2 mentions a "passed test" 
result to be submitted with the 
application as verifier. Pls. give more 
info on goal&scope of this test and how 
to register

Test ensures understanding of framework methodology, competence requirements, verification 
principles, calculation basics, and data exchange formats.
Guidance and news on how to register will be released once available

14

I assume to have completed 3 LCA (so, 
not just PCF) verification projects also 
qualify for the application as third party 
verifier?

Possibly, if scope/complexity matches PCF verification. Decided case-by-case by appointment 
panel.

15

How does TfS ensure credibility when 
major industry players involved in 
drafting the Guideline communicate"TfS-
aligned" PCFs before appointet 
verifiers?

“TfS-aligned” is currently self-declared; framework introduces independent third-party attestation 
to validate such claims.

16
What is the cost for applying for the 
certification?

No fixed fee; set by contracted verifier/certifier. Depends on dataset complexity, scope, duration, 
and travel requirements.

17

How does the Catena-X PCF framework 
support standardized carbon footprint 
reporting across the automotive supply 
chain?

Unified methodology, standardised data exchange format, defined trust levels, independent 
attestation, enabling comparable PCFs across supply chain.

18

Is the use of SiGreen with all mandatory 
fields filled in considered trust level 1, 
as the programme automatically 
displays incorrect or missing entries?

Yes. Completeness check in required format = Trust Level 1 (format compliance, not value check).
See  Introduction chapter 2

19

Catena-X has already appointed a 
Conformity Assessment Body. Are these 
CABs also eligible to act as verifiers or 
certifiers for Product Carbon Footprints 
(PCFs)

No. CABs certify tools; verifier/certifier is separate role called "attestation provider" with own 
competence criteria and appointment process.

20

It is not clear if only specific values can 
go through third-party verification or if 
PCF programs can also be verified.

PCF Program Certification are certified. Individual values are verified.
- Introduction chapter 2
- for differences in the wording see Glossary

21

Why are you creating own rulebooks 
knowing that ISO standards for LCA and 
PCF calculations already exist?

ISO is generic; CX/TfS add specific sector guidance to improve comparability, transparency, and 
exchange compatibility.

22

Regarding the verifiers' competencies: 
Are critical reviews also recognized as 
verification experience? Maybe, if they match scope and methodology of framework verification; assessed case-by-case.

23

Which PCF exchange tools and 
programs are Catena-X certified and 
can be used as part of a certified PCF 
Methodology?

Listed on CX website. Tool certification can form part of methodology certification but is not 
sufficient alone.

24

Is it also possible to share values via 
email, etc. and label as third-party 
verified in accordance with this guide or 
is it only via specific platforms?

Possible but discouraged. Preferred: secure digital exchange via CX/TfS-compatible tools (e.g., 
SiGreen).

25

What are the plans of Catena X to adapt 
scope 2 accounting to incorporate 
location-based methodology to gain 
credibility and align with upcoming 
regulations?

To  incentivize the sourcing of decarbonized energy, we support the market based approach for 
electricity accounting. We are aware that there are intense discussions on this topic, which we are 
monitoring closely.

26

In your guidelines, the competence 
requirements of ISO 14066:2023, 
Clauses 4–7, must be met. Does this 
mean a self-declaration or is 
accreditation required? Self-declaration; no accreditation required. Must pass framework test.

27

Does accreditation required for verifier 
/ ceritifer, could ISO 17029 or 
ISO 14065 be used as alternatives?

No accreditation is required for CX and TFS as they will appoint competent persons individually. The 
listed standards may support competence evidence, but appointment needs framework compliance 
and test.

28
Is a distinction between limited and 
reasonable assurance made?

Yes: Limited assurance = regular verification; Reasonable assurance = in-depth verification with 
more extensive checks.

29
Can the PCF Dataset Check be 
performed by a first party?

Yes. Constitutes Trust Level 1 (exchange format compliance, no value accuracy verification).
- Introduction chapter 2
- PCF Dataset Check chapter 6.1



30

Could you share an estimated timeline 
of TfS in adoption verification, 
considering the different sector focuses 
of Catena-X and TfS? After CX pilots; no set date yet.

31
Is there a mathematical basis for 
determining the sample size? Examples and tables stated in framework

32

How does the TFS and CS PCF 
methodology compare to GHG 
protocol? Is it compatible? Yes. Based on ISO and GHG Protocol, with sector-specific detail for automotive and chemicals.

33 What does PVS stand for ?
Product Verification Share: proportion of PCF data verified by a third-party.
- Cascading verification chapter 6.3.5

34

Is it planned that PVS/PCS will become 
mandatory information to Share in the 
future according to TfS Data Model? Likely in future; no confirmed timeline.

35

Should the PCF Program Certification 
be annually recertified ? How long the 
certification is valid ? Valid for 3 years; internal annual audit and change reporting required.

36

What level of data granularity do you 
consider sufficient to achieve a credible 
verification result under the new update 
of the Framework?

Depends on assurance level. Framework specifies minimum sample coverage and check depth for 
regular vs in-depth.
- Verification chapter 6.3

37

Emission factors for electricity shall 
include upstream emissions. Where 
shall this information be obtained from 
(primary data)??

In cradle-to-gate PCFs the upstream emissions are usually included. They are also included for 
electricity in comercial secondary databases, if relevant. In addition, catena-x will offer secondary 
data sets, including electricity data.

38 what is trust level 2?

Certification of methodology and management system with spot checks; no full verification of every 
PCF.
- Introduction chapter 2
- PCF Program Certification chapter 6.2

39

Are the requirements regarding Auditor 
qualification finally set? You have a list 
of the requirements? Yes: ISO 14066 competence, relevant PCF/LCA experience, pass framework test.

40

How long does it typically take and 
would there be on site audits in the 
verification? 

Optional; applied where complexity or risk warrants. Remote verification possible with sufficient 
evidence.

41
Do you have a list of appointed verifiers 
and certifiers? None available yet; no appointments finalised.

42

How credit mass balance (allowed 
withing C-X rule) is going to be audited 
and controlled to avoid artificial low 
carbon product claims?

Via recognised certification schemes (e.g., feedstock schemes) and ISO standards (14064-2, 22095, 
14077 when published), plus rulebook calculation controls.

43

Does the documentation on PCFs in a 
certifiable PCF methodology have to be 
in PDF/Excel format, or is 
documentation in software form (LCA 
FE) sufficient? Any format allowed if data is complete and accessible; software must support export for review.

44

Is it possible to get an internal tool 
developed by a company certified to 
report PCF within Catena-X? Does that 
remove the process of verification for 
eachPCF?

No; Program certification (Level 2) includes spot checks, and customers may request individual 
verification. But verification will build on existing Program Certification and will reduce verification 
efforts.

45

How should scope 3.3 (T&D losses) of 
electricity should be modeled? I.e. GOs 
from Iceland used in Germany (without 
even interconnection)

Requires actual interconnection; e.g., Iceland GOs to Germany without grid link are invalid for such 
modelling.

46

Not everyone has Si-Green how do we 
work then? Is it not too prescriptive, 
what about other software providers? Other tools possible if CX/TfS data model compliant; SiGreen preferred by TFS for interoperability.

47

Could we clarify something,in my 
understanding the tool should use the 
CX environment i.e. dataspace, 
correct? My understanding e.g. SiGreen 
is one tool of many Yes. Tools must operate in CX dataspace to ensure secure, standardised exchange.



48

Doing another PCF verification will cost 
money, that our suppliers will be happy 
to charge us.  Will the verification rules 
ensure that costs will be kept low?

Framework streamlines process and offers scalable program certification options covering all PCFs 
not just one value. Also CX rulebook included rules for homogenous products.

49

How can certification costs be 
minimized? Both by the methodology 
and by the company being certified

Pre-prepare data, ensure process compliance, refer to Elements of a PCF program to check 
internally if everything is documentd, close gaps before audit.

50

Can an LCA and EPD verified by a third 
party be accepted into Catena-X? How 
do you handle datasets complying with 
EPD programs but use different 
methodologies?

only  if methodology and reporting requirements aligns to CX/TfS; otherwise, recalculation/mapping 
needed.

51
Is there is approximate schedule for the 
appointment process? CX ~1 month to first appointments; TfS after internal finalisation.

52

I imagine that in the future there will be 
AI assisted tools that act as a verifier to 
"validate" a PCF. Is this something that 
will be allowed by Catena-X ? No rules on this topic currently; possible future guidance support.

53
How is mass balance system is being 
verified 

Via recognised chain of custody certification schemes; combined with PCF verification when 
relevant.

54

Could you please give us some examples 
of companies that already have the 
certification or are currently in the 
process of obtaining it? None public yet; pilots with OEMs and verifiers conducted.

55
How chain of Custody is taken into 
account during verification Must be reliable and traceable according to certification schemes.

56
How is data confidentiality respected in 
the verification process? Protected via NDAs, secure channels, and limiting evidence access to verifier only.

57

Is it possible to achieve successful 
certification internally and based on the 
available documents? Or do you 
recommend hiring a consulting firm? PCF Program Certification shall only be conducted by an independent third-party

58

What are the precise advantages of 
TfS/Catena-X over ISO in terms of 
reporting, especially given the diversity 
of companies (automotive, chemical...) 
involved?

Greater comparability from sector-specific guidance, harmonised exchange formats, aligned 
verification framework. ISO is generic.

59
What software is mandatory to access 
the CatenaX data exchange system? No mandatory single tool; must meet CX/TfS model standards. SiGreen is one approved example.

60
Does a verifier need to pass two tests? 
One for Catena X and one for TfS? Likely one per framework if applying to both separately; harmonisation may merge them in future.


